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That is the law of England, and a reasonable doubt means this
it does not mean that you do not like to do it, it does not mean
that it is disagreeable to you, it does not mean that by some
possible hypothesis you can arrive at that conclusion. There is
hardly anything oi' which a really subtle and ingenious mind
cannot convince itself; there is hardly any truth that a subtle and
ingenious person cannot bring himself honestly to doubt. But it
means that you say you are convinced, xinloss when you consider
the facts you have a reasonable doubt as to whether the matter is
proved or whether it is not, a reasonable doubt in this sense. If
it is the kind of doubt, not such as you would conjure up in the
middle of tho night, but such a reasonable doubt as in the day
time when you are about your business would lead you to say,
well, I cannot make up my mind about it. Suppose you were
buying a horse or selling one, and you had to resolve suddenly
whether he had got some disease, say, spavin. You say, I am
not sure he has, maybe he has not, but it is so uncertain that I
cannot say one way or the other. That would be a reasonable
doubt. Of course, that is not exhaustive as to what is reasonable
doubt; I only give you that us an instance, because we are here
in the country, and tho kind of doubt thai, a man has to do with
in his daily life is the kind of cloubb which the law looks to in
order to justify a man in saying, when he sits as a juryman in a
Court of justice, " I am not convinced of this or that.'7 It has
been said here that in this case you are dealing with what is called
a case depending upon circumstantial evidence. That is so.
There are people, I dare say you have come across them, who will
say, oh, it is only circumstantial evidence. Nothing can be more
foolish. Circumstantial evidence is as valuable as any other
evidence, provided it be good evidence. Circximstantial evidence
going to prove the guilt of a person is this, that one person proves
one thing, another proves another, and another proves another,
and all these converging facts are proved to conviction beyond
reasonable doubt. Neither of them proves the guilt of the person,
but taken together they do lead to that one inevitable conclusion;
and if that is the result of circumstantial evidence it is a very much
safer means of arriving at a conclusion than if one witness gets
into the box and gives direct evidence and says, " I saw this
crime committed." What would you have thought if some one
had come and said, " I never was in Mayfield before, I have never
been there since, but I went there on the 16th February, and I
happened to see the defendant, or let us say I happened to see the
deceased, Mrs. Armstrong, go to the bureau and take out the
packet of arsenic and measure out 3£ grains, or 6 grains, or what-
ever you like, and go and fetch a glass of water, and put the
powder in, and swallow the stuff and walk upstairs and get into
bed, and I heard her say, ' There, that will settle it.1 " What
would you think if you got that ? That would be a piece of direct

